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Document Processing Desk (SLN) Suete
Office of Pesticide Programs — 7504P . .

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency ete e
Ariel Rios Building coceee .
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue s e * e o, o,
Washington, DC 20460 seete oo
(703-305-7406) v—
Dear SLN Team Members: Seeels

The Kansas Department of Agriculture has accepted for Special Local Need (SLN) regisfrzti..on
of the pesticide product Rozol® Prairie Dog Bait, (EPA Registration Number 7173-286). The
purpose of this SLN is to provide the farmers and ranchers of western Kansas the ability to apply
product by use of a mechanical bait application machine in addition to the hand placement of bait
described on the Section 3 label. The SLN is for the period of December 14, 2010 to March 15,
2011.

The stocking rate for livestock is defined as the number of a~-~~ necessary to feed one animal
unit, or steer, without overgrazing. The stocking rate in western Kansas ranges from 10-12 acres
per head of cattle. The market value of livestock in the area where prairie dogs occur is in excess
of $4,476,557,000 (incomplete data). Prairie dogs occupy approximately 130,000 acres of
rangeland in Kansas. One acre of rangeland can support a prairie dog density of 25, with the
range typically given as 5-35 prairie dogs/ acre, or a stocking rate of 250 prairie dogs per 10-12
acres. To put this in terms of land use, 10 to 12 acres of rangeland are needed to support 1 steer
OR 250 prairie dogs. If these numbers for individual animal stocking rates, or combination of
animals for stocking rates are exceeded, overgrazing of the land will severely damage vegetation
and lead to wind and water erosion of the soil.

Prairie dogs will typically make 30-50 6 inch burrows and mounds/acre. If rangeland has been
used to support livestock or is planned to be used for livestock, it is important to control prairie
dogs to prevent over grazing. Mechanical baiting becomes a necessity when the frequency of
burrow occurrence is considered. Given 30-50 burrows or mounds per acre, would average one
burrow per every 800 to 1,200 feet. The use of ATVs with mechanical baiting equipment allows
applicators to effectively move over the area and place a precise quantity of bait directly into
prairie dog burrows.

Mechanical baiting has been shown to be a safe and effective method of application. The baiting
season is typically late fall and winter when prairie dog natural food sources are at their lowest
and there is greater bait acceptance. Weather and applicator safety is an issue. On warm days,
hand baiting has the potential of exposing the applicator to venomous snake bites and increased
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Mr. Dan Tuggle
6 December 2010
Page 2 of 2

Included in this application package are:

1. This cover letter;

2. Support letters from the user community requesting registration of this product;

3. A completed federal SLN application form;

4. Proposed SLN label;

5. EPA-stamped label for EPA Reg. No. 7173-286;

6. Efficacy data: “Field Efficacy and Hazards of Rozol Bait for Controlling Black-tailed Prairie
Dogs” by Charles Lee of Kansas State University and Scott Hygnstrom of the University of

Nebraska

This SLN application is submitted at the request of the user community. We have included
copies of 55 support letters from individuals, and additional support letters from the Noxious
Weed Departments from Seward, Stanton, Logan, Rawlins, Kearney and Cheyenne counties,
the County Boards of Commissioners from Wichita, Thomas, Wallace, Logan, Rawlins and
Greeley counties, K State Extension offices in Stanton and Hamilton counties, Charlie Lee,
KSU Extension Vertebrate Specialist, and Mr. Ralph Ostermeyer, Senator 40" District.

Thank you for your attention to this matter, and please feel free to contact me directly if you
have questions or concerns regarding this application.

Sincerely

o Ut

Thomas J Schmit
Manager of Regulatory Affairs
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RESTRICTED USE PESTICIDE

L] L] [ ] LJ
o b A wwT ey
PRECAUTIONARY STATERMENTS ¢
Hazard to Humans aad Dgmestic Agir‘ngls. .
CAUTION: Harmtui it swallowed or absorbed through the
skin because it may reduce the dotting ability of bleed and cause
bleeding. Keep away from children, domestic animals and pets. Do
not get in eyes cn skin or on dothing. Al mAdRrs«incuding
applicators) must wear shoes plus socks, and WS.
who retrieves carcassas or unused bait followingappti of these
product must wear gloves. oo M ;
USER SAFETY REQUIREMENTS: Follow manutacturer's
instructions for cleaning/maintaining PPE. I no such instructions
for washables, use detergent and hot water. Keep and wash PPE
sepaialoly from other laundry. Remove PPE immediately after
handiing this product. Wash the outside of gloves before removing.
As soon as possible, wash hands thoroughly after applying bait and
before eating, drinking , chewing gum, using tobacco or using the
toilet and change into clean clothing. .
FIRST AID: Have label when obtaining treatment advice.
If swallowed: Call a poison control center or doctor immediately
for treatment advice. Have person sip a glass of waler if able to
swallow. Do not induce vomiting unless told to do so by the poison
control center or doctor.
If on ekin: Take off contaminated clothing. Rinse skin with plenty
of cool water for 15-20 minutes. Call a poison conlrol center or
doctor for treatment advice,
TREATMENT FOR PET POISONING: If animal eats bait, call
veterinarian at once.
NOTE TO PHYSICIAN OR VETERINARIAN: Anticoaguiant
Chlorophacinone: H swallowed, this material may reduce the
clotting abifity of the blood and cause bleeding. For humans or
dogs that have ingested this product and/or have obvious
poisoning symptoms (bleeding or prolonged prothrombin times),
give Vitamin Ky intramuscularty or orally.
ENVIRONMENTAL HAZAROS: This product is toxic to fish and
wikiife. Dogs and other predatory and scavenging mammals and
birds might be peisoned if they feed upon animals that have eaten
this bail. Do not apply directly to water, or to areas where surface
water is present. Do not contaminate water by cleaning of
equipment or disposal of wastes. Runoff also may be hazardous to
aquatic organisms in water adjacent to treated areas.
ENDANGERED SPECIES CONSIDERATIONS: NOTICE: itis a
Federal offense to use any pesticlde in a manner that resuits in the
death of an endangered species. Uss of this product may pose a
hazard to endangaered or threatened species. Do not use this
product within prairie dog towns in the range of the black-tooted
ferret without first contacting endangered species specialists at a
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service office. Applicators may obtain
information regarding the occurrence of endangered species and
use limitations for this product by calling EPA's *Endangered

» sDUE TO HAZARD TO NONTARGET ORGANISMS
For refaileale to and use only by Certified Applicators or persons
«dndethéir direct supervision and only for those uses covered by
the Certified Applicator’s Certification.

LXK X )

EPA Reg. No. 7173-286 EPA Est. No. 7173-Wi-1

Active ingredient: chlorophacinone ........... 0.005%
Inertingredients ........................ 99.995%
Total ... 100.000%

KEEP OUT OF REACH OF CHILDREN
CAUTION . See side panel for additional precautionary statemens,

Liphatech, Inc.

3600 W. Eim Street
Milwaukee, Wl 53209
(414) 351-1476

LIPHA g

Specias Hotling® at 1-800-447-3913 to obtain an ‘“Interi
Measures® pamphlet ‘or your county. You may also consult yo
local agricultural extension office or state pesticide lead agency
determing if there are any requirements for use of this product.

i
by

Toor tho Pedernd
Pl ke, st Fodinidolde Aed,

L5 f.l_r-?mf:ad, {vr tha penticids

P77 30

i
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»

DIRECTIONS FOR USE
Illli; a violation of Federal law to use this product in a manner inconsistent with its
abeling.
READ%‘HIS LABEL and follow all use directions and precautions. Only use for sites,
resls. and a?plicauon methods specified on this label.
MPORTANT: Do not expose children, pels, or other nontarget animals to
rodenticides. To help prevent accidents:
1. Store product nat in use in a location out of reach of children and pets.
2 Dm of product container, unused, spoiled and unconsumed bait as specified on
this

Use restrictions: This product may only be used as foflows:

1. Sites/Pests: Black-Tafled Praifie Dogs (Cynomys iudovicianus) on rangeland and
adjacent noncrop areas.

2. States: Colorado, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Okdahoma, South Dakota, Texas and Wyomin?,

3. Application Method: Hand application of batt, at least 6 inches down prairie dog
burrows. This product may only be used in underground applications. Do not apply
bait on or above ground level. Treat only active burrows.

4. Treatment Period: Apply between Octobar 1 and March 15 of the following year,
when animals will mosi readily take the grain bait.

§. Non-Applicators: Do not aflow children, pets, domeslic animals or persons not
involved in the application to be in the area where the product is being appiied.

6. Grazing Restriction: Do not allow livestock to graze in treated areas for 14 days
after treatment and when no bait is found above ground.

Site Assessment: Before applying this product, identity active prairie dog burrows by
visual observation. The openings of active burrows will generally be free of isaves,
seeds, other debris or spider webs, and will show freghty turned earth, and have prairie
dog feces nearby.

Application: Apply 1/4 cup (53 grams or nearly 2 ounces) of bait at least 6 inches
down active prairie dog burrows. Make sure no bait is left on the soil surtace at the
time of application. Applicator must retrieve and dispose of any bait that is spilied
above ground or placed less than 6 inches down the burrow entrance.

Follow-up: Prairie dogs that hawe ealen this bait will begin to die off in 4 to 5 days after
they eat a lethal amount. The applicator must retum to the sre within 4 after bait
appéication, and at 1 to 2 day intarvals, to collect and property dispose of any bait or
dead or dying prairie dogs found con the surface. All carcasses found above ground
must be coflected and disposed of properly. Continue to coiect and dispose of dead or
dying prairie dogs and search for nontarget animals for at least two weeks, but longer
if carcasses are stil being found at that ime. Carcass collections should occur in late
afternoon, near sundown, to reduce the polential of noctumal animals finding

" carcasses and dying animals. Bury carcasses on site in holes dug at least 18 inches

deep or in inactive burrows (no longer being used by prairie dogs or othar species) to
awid non-target animal ing. Burial includes covering and packing the hole or
bumrow with sod. i burial is not practical (due to frozen ground, etc) and other disposal
methods are aflowed by state and local authorities, collected carcasses may be
disposed of by such other methods as insure that the carcasses are inaccessible to

Reappl«:lI tlon: H prairie dog activity persists several weeks or months after the bait
was applied, a second apphication may be made, by treating burrows in the same
manner, ime period and procedure as the first application. Follow all application, site
assessment and follow-up directions and use restrictions as found above,

WARRANTY: To the exiont consisient with applicable [aw, seller makes no wananty,
expressed or implied, conceming the use of this product other than indicated on the
labet. Buyer assumes all risk of use and/or handfing of this material when such use
and/or handling is contrary to label instructions. (081910)

STORAGE AND DISPOSAL

Do not contaminate water, food or feed by storage or disposal. Pesticide Slorage:
Store only in original container in a cool, dry place inaccessible to children and pets.
Keep containers closed and away from other chemicals. Pesticide Disposal:
Wastes resutting from the use of this product may be placed in trash or deliverad to
an approved waste disposal facility. Container Handling: Nonrefillable container.
Do not reuse o refill this container. Dispose of empty container by placing in trash,
at an approved waste disposal facility or by incineration or, if aliowed by state and
local authorities, by burning. If burmed stay oul of smoke.
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Glass, Judy

From: Charlie Lee [cleeksu@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, December 07, 2010 3:26 PM

To: Glass, Judy

Cc: Tuggle, Dan

Subject: Re: KDA contact information

Attachments: Copy of Rozol Bait For Controlling Prairie Dogs (6).xIsx

Judy,

I left a message for you earlier today. I'm not st _ what information you need 1 m me to

proceed with the 24-C or emergency exemptior for the mechanical application of Rozol. Keep
in mind that this trial was not specifically designed to determine if one method of
application was better than the other. This may be —~-=2 inferential statistics than
hypothesis testing but summarize data '~ _m 70 trial __ys with 50 burrows each day.

I have put the data that was submitted to Liphatech and EPA into a -oreadsheet with the
treatment (type of dispensing) broken out. When I analyzed this du.a using SAS IMP oneway
ANOVA no significant differences are found at the «< .1¢ level between the means of the
number of locations bait is visible nor the % of burrows where bait is visible, nor the
distance from the surface that bait may have been visible, nor the approximate number of
grains of bait that is visible.

Although the means of the number of locations where bait is visible is greater for the
mechanical application, there is no statistical difference between hand application, machine
application or the combined methods. I trust this should answer the question that hand
application is not more precise that machine application when using bait visibility or
distance of the bait from the surface or the amount of bait visible.

Attached is the spreadsheet and the IJMP file. PIl--se let me know what else is &eedéd.
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Data Table=Day=1,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=1

Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Bait Visible By Dispense Method Used: Day=1

7\ /\
35+
p J
2 307 Z
527, N/
= P A S
55 1\ \ /
o m /
E 207
z ] \/
15+ \v—/
1 ' 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 14 14 16.5 27
2 18 18 18 31
3 25 25 25 27
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.034233
Adj Rsquare -0.2417
Root Mean Square Error 7.666408
Mean of Response 27
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF SumofSq res
Dispense Method Used: 2 14.58333
Error 7 411.41667
C. Total 9 426.00000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95%
1 4 25.7500 3.8332 16.686
2 3 27.0000 4.4262 16.534
3 3 28.6667 4.4262 18.200

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3
3 -18.4344
2 -16.7677

2 1
-16.7677 -14.3271
-18.4344 -15.9938

75%
33.75

34

Mean Square
7.2917
58.7738

Upper 95%
34.814
37.466
39.133

90%
35

34

F Ratio
0.1241

109

Maximum
35
32
34

Prob>F
0.8852



Abs(Dif)-LSD 3 2 1
1 -14.3271 -15.9938 -15.9646

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
3 A 28.666667
2 A 27.000000
1 A 25.750000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference
3 1 2.916667
3 2 1.666667
2 1 1.250000

Std _ if Lower CL
5.855316 -14.3271
6.259596 -16.7677
5.855316 -15.9938

Upper CL
20.16044
20.10104
18.49377

Data Table=Day=2,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=2

p-Value Difference

0.8745 .-
0.9619 -
0.9753

Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Bait Visible By Dispense Method Used: Day=2

35 7
o 0 / \
s 2 - PN
)

g § 20 B /

G

5E \V4

23

E 10 —

3 \/

5‘
0 l T =T \/
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05

Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 4 4 55 11
2 14 14 14 26
3 18 18 18 27
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.279805
Adj Rsquare 0.074035
Root Mean Square Error 9.27426
Mean of Response 20
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 233.91667
Error 7 602.08333
C. Total 9 836.00000

75%
26.25
27

31

Mean Square
116 058
8 12

90%

27
31

F Ratio
1.3598

110

Maximum
31
27
31




Means for Oneway Anova

Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95%
1 4 14.2500 4.6371 3.285
2 3 22.3333 5.3545 9.672
3 3 25.3333 5.3545 12.672

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

*

2.94498
Abs(Dif)-LSD

3

2

1

Alpha
0.05

3
-22.3006
-19.3006
-0.77692

2 1
-19.3006 -9.77692
-22.3006 -12.7769
-12.7769 -19.3128

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level

3 A
2 A
1 A

Mean
25.333333
22.333333
14.250000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference
3 1 11.08333
2 1 8.08333
3 2 3.00000

Data Table=Day=3,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled ™~~~ bait,Day=3

Std Err Dif Lower CL
7.083333 -9.7769
7.083333 -12.7769
7.572402 -19.3006

Upper 95%
25.215
34.995
37.995

Upper CL
31.94359
28.94359
25.30055

p-Value Difference

0.3207 -
0.5213 -
0.9181

Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Bait Visible E_ Jispense Method Used: Day=3

35 - -,
30 TN
2]
8 25 ™
8 o
S § 204
5 2 Z
e = 15
2a & —
E 101 \
Z
5_.
0 1 ! bl ~ mnnrano
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 2 2 25 45
2 1 1 1 14

75%
24.5
21

90%
31
21

111
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Maximum
31
21



Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
3 9 9 9 12
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.063394
Adj Rsquare -0.20421
Root Mean Square Error 11.97418
Mean of Response 12.8
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF  Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 67.9333
Error 7 1003.6667
C. Total 9 1071.6000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95%
1 4 10.5000 5.9871 -3.657
2 3 12.0000 6.9133 -4.347
3 3 16.6667 6.9133 0.319
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance
Means Comparisons
Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3 2 1
3 -28.7927 -24.126 20.7664
2 -24.126 -28.7927 25.4331
1 -20.7664 -25.4331 -24.9352
Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.
Level Mean
3 A 16.666667
2 A 12.000000
1 A 10.500000
Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.
Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif Lower CL
3 1 6.166667 9.145430 -20.7664
3 2 4.666667 9.776876 -24.1260
2 1 1.500000 9.145430 -25.4331

75%
29

Mean Square
33.967
143.381

Upper 95%
24.657
28.347
33.014

Upper CL
33.09975
33.45935
28.43309

Data Table=Day=4,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=4

90% Maximum

29 29
F Ratio Prob>F
0.2369 0.7951

p-Value Difference
0.7852
0.8840
0.9853 ——
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Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Bait Visible By Dispense Method Used: Day=4

20 A
2 A
2 g 15
§ é / /—\
4 @ /\
° = 10- / —
24 - \
E \ /
Z 5- \
V
0 T ! -
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 3 3 3 3
2 1 1 1 10
3 5 5 5 5
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.156145
Adj Rsquare -0.08496
Root Mean Square Error 6.554715
Mean of Response 7.6
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF  Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 55.65000
Error 7 300.75000
C. Total 9 356.40000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95%
1 4 4.7500 3.2774 -3.000
2 3 9.0000 3.7844 0.051
3 3 10.0000 3.7844 1.051
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance
Means Comparisons
Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha
2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3 2 1
3 -15.7612 -14.7612 -9.49328
2 -14.7612 -15.7612 “0.4933
1 -9.49328 -10.4933 .3.6496

75%
8.25

20

Mean Square
27.8250
42.9643

Upper 95%
12.500
17.949
18.949

F Ratio
0.6476

113

Prob > F
0.5520



Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level

3 A
2 A
1 A

Mean
10.000000
9.000000
4.750000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference
3 1 5.250000
2 1 4.250000
3 2 1.000000

Std Err Dif -ower CL
5.006246 -9.4933
5.006246 -10.4933
5.351902 14.7612

Upper CL
19.99328
18.99328
16.76123

Data Table=Day=5,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=5

Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Bait Visible By Dispense Method Used: Day=5

20
P——
@ 2N
§ 157
g % /\
5 S 10- A \
s ® <
‘g’ @ 4 NN\ _ ;
3 54, /
0 I \\ y4 . . V N v
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 2 2 2 25
2 1 1 1 7
3 4 4 4 4
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.217902
Adj Rsquare -0.00555
Root Mean Square Error 5.798193
Mean of Response 6.1
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF  Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 65.56667
Error 7 235.33333
C. Total 9 300.90000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95%

Mean Square
32.7833
33.6190

Upper 95%

p-Value Difference

0.5724
0.6868
0.9810

90%

15
18

F Ratio
0.9751

114

Maximum

15
18

Prob > F
0.4231



Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95% Upper 95%
1 4 3.00000 2.8991 -3.855 9.855
2 3 7.66667 3.3476 -0.249 15.582
3 3 8.66667 3.3476 0.751 16.582
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance
Means Comparisons
Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3 2 1
3 -13.9421 -12.9421 -7.375
2 -12.9421 -13.9421 -8.375
1 -7.375 -8.375 -12.0742
Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.
Level Mean
3 A 8.6666667
2 A 7.6666667
1 A 3.0000000
Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.
Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif .. CL .. 'CL p-Value Difference
3 1 5.666667 4.428443 -7.3750 18.70833 0.4490
2 1 4.666667 4.428443 -8.3750 17.70833 0.5696
3 2 1.000000 4.734205 -12.9421 14.94213 0.9758 —

Data Table=Day=6,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled >zol bait,Day=6

Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Bait Visible By Dispense Method Used: Day=6

14
124 PN
2
S 107
3 e
S8 8 ' TN
6 2 , N
38 °_ A <
E 47 N * 7
z
2
ol - T
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
Quar*’-s3
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median 75% 90% Maximum
1 2 2 2 2 275 3 3
2 1 1 1 5 13 13 13
3 3 3 3 4 12 12 12
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Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit

Rsquare

Adj Rsquare

Root Mean Square Error
Mean of Response
Observations (or Sum Wgts)

Analysis of Variance

Source

Dispense Method Used:

Error

C. Total

Means for Oneway Anova

Level Number Mean
1 4 2.25000
2 3 6.33333
3 3 6.33333

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 2
2 -10.1238
3 -10.1238
1 -5.38663

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
2 A 6.3333333
3 A 6.3333333
1 A 2.2500000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference
2 1 4.083333
3 1 4.083333
3 2 0.000000

0.243855
0.027814
4.210248
4.7
10
DF Sum of Squares
2 40.01667
7 124.08333
9 164.10000
Std Error Lower 95%
2.1051 -2.728
2.4308 0.585
2.4308 0.585
3 1
-10.1238 .38663
-10.1238 -5.38663
-5.38663 -8.76748
Std Err Dif Lower CL
3.215630 -5.3866
3.215630 -5.3866
3.437653 -10.1238

Mean Square
20.0083
17.7262

Upper 95%
7.228
12.081
12.081

Upper CL
13.55329
3.55329
10.12381

Data Table=Day=7,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=7

F Ratio
1.1287

Prob>F
0.3759

p-Value Difference
0.4539
0.4539
1.0000
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Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Bait Visible By Dispense Method Used: Day=7

14 T
12
2]
.5 10
22 e N
828 4
E
z 2-
0_
-~
-2~ . R —
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median 75%
1 0 0 0.25 1.5 2
2 0 0 0 3 12
3 2 2 2 3 10
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.221311
Adj Rsquare -0.00117
Root Mean Square Error 4.118772
Mean of Response 3.5
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares Mean Square
Dispense Method Used: 2 33.75000 16.8750
Error 7 118.75000 16.9643
C. Total 9 152.50000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95% Upper 95%
1 4 1.25000 2.0594 -3.620 6.120
2 3 5.00000 2.3780 -0.623 10.623
3 3 5.00000 2.3780 -0.623 10.623

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 2
2 -9.90385
3 -9.90385
1 -5.51421

3
-9.90385
-9.90385
-5.51421

1
5.51421
J.51421

-8.57699

90%

12

F Ratio
0.9947
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Maximum
2

12

10

Prob > F
0.4167



Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
2 A 5.0000000
3 A 5.0000000
1 A 1.2500000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif Lower CL Upper CL p-Value Difference
2 1 3.750000 3.145764 -5.51421 13.01421 04941 —-_
3 1 3.750000 3.145764 -5.51421 13.01421 04941 -
3 2 0.000000 3.362964 -9.90385 9.90385 1.0000 -
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Data Table=Day=1,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=1

Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Visible Bait is: 0-6" By Dispense Method Used:

Day=1
30 | N
25- ’
2 =
g & 20-
w @
% E 10- \/
E® s v
2>
o_
-5 l _ : . /
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kr er
0.C
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median 75%
1 0 0 0.5 25 18.75
2 17 17 17 22 25
3 12 12 12 20 20
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.451921
Adj Rsquare 0.295327
Root Mean Square Error 8.054132
Mean of Response 14.5
Observations {(or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares Mean Square
Dispense Method Used: 2 374.41667 187.208
Error 7 454.08333 64.869
C. Total 9 828.50000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95% Upper 95%
1 4 7.2500 4.0271 -2.27 16.772
2 3 21.3333 4.6501 10.34 32.329
3 3 17.3333 4.6501 6.34 28.329
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error vanance
Means Comparisons
Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha
2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 2 3 1
2 -19.3667 -15.3667 -4.03253

F Ratio
2.8859
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Prob>F
0.1219



Abs(Dif)-LSD 2
3 -15.3667
1 -4.03253

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
2 A 21.333333
3 A 17.333333
1 A 7.250000

Levels not connected by same letter are signit

Level - Level Difference
2 1 14.08333
3 1 10.08333
2 3 4.00000

Data Table=Day=2,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitlec

3 1
-19.3667 -8.03253
-8.03253 -16.772

ly different.

Std Err Dif -ower CL
6.151445 -4.0325
6.151445 -8.0325
6.576172 -15.3667

zol bait,Day=2

Upper CL
32.19920
28.19920
23.36668

p-Value Difference

0.1231
0.2923
0.8203 -

Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Visible Bait is: 0-6" By Dispense Method Used:

Day=2

N
o
1

<
K >

e
(6]
1

1

iy
o
1

Visible Bait is: 0-6"
(6]
1

Number of Locations

(=]
1

™

A

' 2

L]

Dispense Method Used:

/
All Pairs

Tukey-Kramer
0.05

Quantiles

Level Minimum
1 0
2 12
3 14

Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit

Rsquare

Adj Rsquare

Root Mean Square Error
Mean of Response
Observations (or Sum Wgts)

Analysis of Variance
Source
Dispense Method Used:

10%

12
14

25% Median

12 19
14 15

0.432226
0.270005
6.776184
13.3

10

DF
2

Sum of Squares

244.68333

75%
16.25
22
22

Mean Square
122.342

90%

22
22

F Ratio
2.6644

120

Prob > F
0.1379
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Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 0 0 0 0.5
2 1 1 1 13
3 6 6 6 11
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.167598
Adj Rsquare -0.07023
Root Mean Sq''== Error ~ 17934
Mean of Respc.._2 9.3
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis ~* Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 120.01667
Error 7 596.08333
C. Total 9 716.10000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95%
1 4 5.2500 4.6140 -5.660
2 3 10.6667 5.3278 -1.931
3 3 13.3333 5.3278 0.735
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance
Means Comparisv.s
Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3 2 1
3 -22.1892 -19.5225 -12.8. .
2 -19.5225 -22.1892 -15.3394
1 -12.6727 -15.3394 -19.2164
Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.
Level Mean
3 A 13.333333
2 A 10.666667
1 A 5.250n"1
Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.
Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif Lower CL
3 1 8.083333 7.047951 -12.6727
2 1 5.416667 7.047951 -15.3394
3 2 2.666667 7.534576 -19.5225

Mean Square
60.0083
85.1548

Upper 95%
16.160
23.265
25.931

Upper CL
28.83939
26.17272
24.85583

Data Table=Day=4,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=4

90% Maximum

20 20

18 18

23 23
F Ratio Prob>F
0.7047 0.5262

p-Value Difference |
0.5182 - =
0.7328
0.9339 -
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Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Visible Bait is: 0-6" By Dispense Method Used:

Day=4
—
15 /\
|2
2y A
g v 10+ ‘ /\
5 3 ‘ /]
g2 57— :
E@ /
z - - > .
0 \ . o~ ]
/ T \ /
1 2 ' 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Krame
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 0 0 0 0
2 1 1 1 9
3 3 3 3 5
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.294741
Adj Rsquare 0.093238
Root Mean Square Error 5.443432
Mean of Response 53
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 86.68333
Error 7 207.41667
C. Total 9 294.10000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95%
1 4 1.75000 2.7217 -4.686
2 3 7.00000 3.1428 -0.431
3 3 8.33333 3.1428 0.902

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q*
2.94498

Abs(Dif)-LSD

3

2

1

Alpha
0.05
3 2
-13.089 -11.7557
-11.7557 -13.0891
-5.66038 -6.99371

Fl

B6uoo
-6.99371
-11.3355

Mean Square
43.3417
29.6310

Upper 95%
8.186
14.431
15.765

0%

11
17

F Ratio
1.4627

123

Maximum
7

11

17

Prob>F
0.2946
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Means for Oneway Anova

. Level Number Mean
1 4 1.50000

2 3 6.33333

3 3 6.00000

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error v

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 2
2 -7 5478
3 -12.3145
1 -6.99759

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
2 A 6.3333333
3 A 6.0000000
1 A 1.5000000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference
2 1 4.833333
‘ 3 1 4.500000
2 3 0.333333

Data Table=Day=6,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitlet

Std Error Lower 95% Upper 95%
2.6300 -4.719 7.719
3.0368 -0.848 13.514
3.0368 -1.181 13.181

ance

3 1

-12.3145 -6.99759

-12.6478 -7.33093

-7.33093 -10.9533
Std Err Dif Lower CL Upper CL
4.017324 -6.9976 16.66426
4.017324 -7.3309 16.33093
4.294700 -12.3145 12.98113

»zol bait,Day=6

p-Value Difference

0.4883
0.5328
0.9967

Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Visible Bait is: 0-6" By Dispense Method Used:

Day=6
12
24 8 \ }
8 u
S= 6 -
s 3 /\
5 o 4 / |
£3
- 2 \_/
° Y \_/
2 | e . .
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
nng
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median 75%
. 1 0 0 0 0.5 1.75
2 1 1 1 5 11

90%
11
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Maximum

11



Level Minimum %
3 1 1
Oneway Anova

Summary of Fit

Rsquare

Adj Rsquare

Root Mean Square Error
Mean of Response
Observations (or Sum Wgts)

Analysis of Variance

Source

Dispense Method Used:

Error

C. Total

Means for Oneway Anova

Level Number Mean
1 4 0.75000
2 3 5.66667
3 3 4.33333

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 2
2 -8.03094
3 -6.69761
1 -2.59559

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
2 A 5.6666667
3 A 4.3333333
1 A 0.7500000

Levels not connected by same lette

Level - Level Difference
2 1 4.916667
3 1 3.583333
2 3 1.333333

25% Median

1 4
0.370803
0.191033
3.339875
33
10

DF  Sum of Squares

2 46.01667

7 78.08333

9 124.10000

Std Error wer 95%
1.6699 -2 199
1.9283 07
1.9283 -0.22¢
3 1
-6.69761 -2.59559
-8.03094 -3.92893
-3.92893 -6.955
"e significantly different.

Std Err Dif wer CL
2.550871 -2.59559
2.550871 -3.92893
2.726996 -6.69761

75%

Mean Square
23.0083
11.1548

Upper 95%
4.699
10.226
8.893

Upper CL
12.42893
11.09559

9.36428

Data Table=Day=7,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=7

90% Maximum

8 8
F Ratio Prob>F
2.0626 0.1976

p-Value Difference
0.2010
0.3891
0.8787

=
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Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Visible Bait is: 0-6" By Dispense Method Used:

Day=7
12
10 ‘/—\
£ 8
8 4
3= 67 /
“— ®
S m . /_\
e 4-' N
23 /A \
EZ 2 A
325
i M W
2 L L T .
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median 75%
1 0 0 0 0.5 1.75
2 0 0 0 3 10
3 1 1 1 3 8
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.257147
Adj Rsquare 0.044904
Root Mean Square Error 3.410418
Mean of Response 2.8
Observations (or Sum Wats) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares Mean Square
Dispense Method Used: 2 28.18333 14.0917
Error 7 81.41667 11.6310
C. Total 9 109.60000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error wer 95% Upper 95%
1 4 0.75000 17052 -3.282 47822
2 3 4.33333 690 -0.323 8.9893
3 3 4.00000 1.9690 -0.656 8.6560
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error v ance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 2
2 -8.20057
3 -7.86724
1 -4.0876

3
-7.86724
-8.20057
-4.42093

-4.0876
-4.42093
-7.1019

90%

F Ratio
1.2116

10
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Maximum

Prob>F
0.3533

2
10
8



Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
2 A 4,3333333
3 A 4.0000000
1 A 0.7500000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif Lower CL Upper CL p-Value Difference
2 1 3.583333 2.604750 -4.08760 11.25426 0.4025
3 1 3.250000 2.604750 -4.42093 10.92093 0.4652
2 3 0.333333 2.784595 -7.86724 8.53390 0.9921
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Data Table=Day=1,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=1

Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Visible Bait is > 6" By Dispense Method Used:

Day=1
30
® 25
8 ®
§ A2 N ~ /\
S =
5815 ‘ TN
- o /
[ =1 - -
z> \
1 %
ol A /
1 ’ 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tul r
0.C
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median 75%
1 8 8 8.75 17 26
2 1 1 1 6 8
3 5 5 5 12 13
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.45613
Adj Rsquare 0.300738
Root Mean Square Error 6.726812
Mean of Response 11.4
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares Mean Square
Dispense Method Used: 2 265.65000 132.825
Error 7 316.75000 45.250
C. Total 9 582.40000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95% Upper 95%
1 4 17.2500 3.3634 9.297 25.203
2 3 5.0000 3.8837 -4.184 14.184
3 3 10.0000 3.8837 0.816 19.184
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance
Means Comparisons
Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha
2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 1 3 2
1 -14.008 -7.88037 -2.88037

90%
27

13

F Ratio
2.9354
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Maximum

Prob>F
0.1186

27
8
13



Abs(Dif)-LSD 1
3 -7.88037
2 -2.88037

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
1 A 17.250000
3 A 10.000000
2 A 5.000000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference
1 2 12.25000
1 3 7.25000
3 2 5.00000

3 2
-16.1751 -11.1751
-11.1751 -16.1751

Std Err Dif -ower CL
5.137688 -2.8804
5.137688 -7.8804
5.492419 -11.1751

Upper CL
27.38037
22.38037
21.17505

Data Table=Day=2,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=2

p-Value Difference
0.1080
0.3861 . —
0.6514

Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Visible Bait is > 6" By Dispense Method Used:

Day=2
12 ,/_\‘
2 107 —
S ©
= ] N\
55 81/
2% 6 :
o
52 |
Ea 4
z” e \/
2 \_/
0 1 ' 2 ' 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 4 4 4
2 1 1 1
3 3 3 3
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.17602
Adj Rsquare -0.0594
Root Mean Square Error 3.396427
Mean of Response 6
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10

Analysis of Variance
Source
Dispense Method Used:

L. Sum of Squares

2

17.250000

75%
10.25

11

Mean Square
8.6250

90% Maximum

11 11

6 6

11 11
F Ratio Prob>F
0.7477 0.5078
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Source DF  Sum of Squares Mean Square
Error 7 80.750000 11.5357
C. Total 9 98.000000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lowe. .5% Upper 95%
1 4 6.75000 1.6982 2734 10.766
2 3 4.00000 1.9609 -0.637 8.637
3 3 7.00000 1.9609 2.363 11.637
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance
Means Comparisons
Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3 1 2
3 -8.16693 -7 73946 -5.16693
1 -7.38946 <1 l277 -4.88946
2 -5.16693 -4.88946 -8.16693
Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.
Level Mean
3 A 7.0000000
1 A 6.7500000
2 A 4.0000000
Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.
Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif .ower CL Upper CL
3 2 3.000000 2.773171 -5.16693 11.16693
1 2 2.750000 2.594064 -4.88946 10.38946
3 1 0.250000 2.594064 -7.38946 7.88946

Data Table=Day=3,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=3

F Ratio Prob > F

p-Value Difference
05539 . -
0.5660 ——
0.9949

Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Visible Bait is > 6" By Dispense Method Used:

Day=3

12
10+

)

J\l/
NEA

Number of Locations
Visible Bait is > 6"
PN )

N

N

0- A

AN
AN .
7 \Wj\
< 3 Alll ans

Tukey-Kramer
0.05

_ll

Dispense Method Used:
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Quantiles

Level Minimum 10%
1 2 2
2 0 0
3 1 1
Oneway Anova

Summary of Fit

Rsquare

Adj Rsquare

Root Mean Square Error

Mean of Response

Observations (or Sum Wgts)

Analysis of Variance

Source

Dispense Method Used:

Error

C. Total

Means for Oneway Anova

Level Number Mean

1 4 5.00000
2 3 1.33333
3 3 2.00000

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 1
1 -6.13046
3 -3.62165
2 -2.95499

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
1 A 5.0000000
3 A 2.0000000
2 A 1.3333333

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference
1 2 3.666667
1 ? 3.000000
3 - 0.666667

25% Median
2.25 3.5
0 1
1 1
0.310606
0.113636
2.94392
3
10
DF Sum of Squares
2 27.333333
7 60.666667
9 88.000000
Std Error Lower 95%
1.4720 4719
1.6997 -_..86
1.6997 -2.019
3 2
-3.62165 -2.95499
-7.07885 -6.41218
-6.41218 -7.07885
Std Err Dif ower CL
2.248456 -2.95499
2.248456 -3.62165
2.403701 -6.41218

75%
9.25

Mean Square
13.6667
8.6667

Upper 95%
8.4806
5.3524
6.0191

Upper CL
10.28832
9.62165
7.74551

Data Table=Day=4,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=4

F Ratio
1.5769

Maximum

Prob>F
0.2720

p-Value Difference
0.2954
0.4222
0.9587
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Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Visible Bait is > 6" By Dispense Method Used:

Day=4
4 A\ //\

€ o . A

= 31

8o |

S = , / \

5 @ 27 : -

52 7

0_.
. N P
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05

Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 2 2 2 25
2 0 0 0 1
3 0 0 0 2
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.104167
Adj Rsquare -0.15179
Root Mean Square Error 1.43095
Mean of Response 2
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 1.666667
Error 7 14.333333
C. Total 9 16.000000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error ower 95%
1 4 2.50000 0.71548 0.8082
2 3 1.66667 0.82616 -0.2869
3 3 1.66667 0.82616 -0.2869

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 1
1 -2.97983
2 -2.38525
3 -2.38525

2 3
-2.38525 -2.38525
-3.44081 -3.44081
-3.44081 -3.44081

75%

Mean Square
0.83333
2.04762

Upper 95%
4.1918
3.6202
3.6202

90%

F Ratio
0.4070
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Maximum

Prob>F
0.6804



Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
1 A 2.5000000
2 A 1.6666667
3 A 1.6666667

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif .ower CL Upper CL p-Value Difference
1 2 0.8333333 1.092906 -2.38525 4.051918 0.7362

1 3 0.8333333 1.092906 -2.38525 4.051918 0.7362 -~ -

3 2 0.0000000 1.168366 -3.44081 3.440812 1.0000

Data Table=Day=5,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitlec ozol bait,Day=5

Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Visible Bait is > 6" By Dispense Method Used:
Day=5

1
) 3

» ~N

S =

5@ 2 X

53

15 /

F4

0.
] v . N/ . AV
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05

Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median 75% 90% Maximum
1 0 0 0.25 1.5 2.75 3 3
2 0 0 0 0 4 4 4
3 1 1 1 1 3 3 3
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.009009
Adj Rsquare -0.27413
Root Mean Square Error 1.618347
Mean of Response 1.5
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF SumofS: res Mean Square F Ratio Prob > F
Dispense Method Used: 2 0 100667 0.08333 0.0318 0.9688
Error 7 1 33333 2.61905
C. Total 9 18.500C""
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Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
3 0 0 0 2
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.233781
Adj Rsquare 0.014861
Root Mean Square Error 1.277087
Mean of Response 1.1
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF  Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 3.483333
Error 7 11.416667
C. Total 9 14.900000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mear Std Error ower 95%
1 4 0.75000 0.63854 -0.760
2 3 0.66667 0.73733 -1.077
3 3 2.00000 0.73733 0.256
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance
Means Comparisons
Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3 1 2
3 -3.07084 -1.62251 -1.73751
1 -1.62251 -2.65942 -2.78917
2 -1.73751 -2.78917 -3.07084
Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.
Level Mean
3 A 2.0000000
1 A 0.7500000
2 A 0.6666667
Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.
Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif Lower CL
3 2 1.333333 1.042738 -1.73751
3 1 1.250000 0.975392 -1.62251
1 2 0.083333 0.975392 -2.78917

75% 90% Maximum
4 4 4
Mean Square F Ratio Prob>F
1.74167 1.0679 0.3938
1.63095
Upper 95%
2.2599
2.4102
3.7435
Upper CL p-Value Difference
4.404172 0.4495
4.122507 0.4481
2.955840 0.9960

Data Table=Day=7,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=7

136



Oneway Analysis of Number of Locations Visible Bait is > 6" By Dispense Method Used:

Day=7
—
2 ™~
o |
c © i
g 15 ~
g @ - A
- =
5a 17
5 2 1 /
€2 054 | ]
z”> |
0_
AN V4 —_
1 ' L g M raild
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 0 0
3 0 0 0 1
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.153646
Adj Rsquare -0.08817
Root Mean Square Error 0.879664
Mean of Response 0.6
Observations (or Sum Wats) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 0.9833333
Error 7 5.4166667
C. Total 9 6.4000000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95%
1 4 0.25000 0.43983 -0.7900
2 3 0.66667 0.50787 -0.5343
3 3 1.00000 0.50787 -0.2009

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3
3 -2.11521
2 -1.78188
1 -1.2286

2 1
-1.78188 -1.2286
-2.11521 -1.566193
-1.56193 -1.83183

75%
0.75

Mean Square
0.491667
0.773810

Upper 95%
1.2900
1.8676
2.2009

90%

F Ratio
0.6354
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Maximum

Prob > F
0.5577



Positive values snow pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
3 A 1.0000000
2 A 0.6666667
1 A 0.2500000

Levels not con~~~~- by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif
3 1 0.7500000 0.6718548
2 1 0.4166667 0.6718548
3 2 0.3333333 0.7182430

Lower CL
-1.22860
-1.56193

178188

Upper CL
2.77°597
2.50u264
2.448543

p-Value Difference
0.5349
0.8141
0.8898
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Data Table=Day=1,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=1

Oneway Analysis of Approximate Number of Grains Visible: < 25 By Dispense Method

Used: Day=1
=

ks

g8

£ vV 201 /

3 o

Z 35

$2 5, O ’

£ °TS

S ®

§ O 10+

5 1 1
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05

Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 10 10 10.5 16
2 6 6 6 15
3 9 9 9 13
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.107614
Adj Rsquare -0.14735
Root Mean Square Error 6.348041
Mean of Response 14.7
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 34.01667
Error 7 282.08333
C. Total 9 316.10000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error wer 95%
1 4 16.7500 3.1740 9.2446
2 3 12.3333 3.6650 3.6669
3 3 14.3333 3.6650 5.6669
Std Error a pooled estii " : of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q* Alpha
2.94498 0.05

Abs(Dif)-LSD 1

1 -13.2192

3
-11.8618

2
-9.86175

Mean Square
17.0083
40.2976

Upper 95%
24,255
21.000
23.000

90%
25

21

F Ratio
0.4221
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Maximum
25
16
21

Prob>F
0.6713



Abs(Dif)-LSD 1 3 2
3 -11.8618 -15.2643 -13.2643
2 -9.86175 -13.2643 -15.2643

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
1 A 16.750000
3 A 14.333333
2 A 12.333333

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif ower CL
1 2 4.416667 4.848396 -9.8618
1 3 2.416667 4.848396 -11.8618
3 2 2.000000 5.183153 -13.2643

Data Table=Day=2,Linked Subset=This supset is linked to Untitled Rozo! bait,Day=2

Upper CL
18.69508
16.69508
17.26427

p-Value Difference

0.6510
0.8743
0.9221

Oneway Analysis of A_,_roximate Number of Grains Visible: < 25 By Dispense Method

Used: Day=2

~ e ~
w 207 N
§ 8 A VAREN / \ /_\
E Y. 157
22 - ./
2 ] - = L4
T S 10‘% _ -
E e
88 an
Q. (0] _
2, 5 \—/
o1 . 1 N~
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 1 1 225 8
2 6 6 6 13
3 11 11 11 14
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.090376
Adj Rsquare -0.16952
Root Mean Square Error 6.074929
Mean of Response 11
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sumof S
Dispense Method Used: 2 25.0066/

75%
18.25

15

Mean Square
12.8333

90%

13
15

F Ratio
0.3477
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Prob>F
0.7178



Source DF Sum of Squares
Error 7 258.33333
C. Total 9 284.00000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error ower 95%
1 4 9.5000 3.0375 2.3175
2 3 10.6667 3.5074 2.3731
3 3 13.3333 3.5074 5.0397
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance
Means Comparisons
Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3 2 1
3 -14.6076 -11.9409 -9.83078
2 -11.9409 -14.6076 -12.4975
1 -9.83078 -12.4975 -12.6505
Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.
Level Mean
3 A 13.333333
2 \ 10.666667
1 A 9.500000
Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.
Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif Lower CL
3 1 3.833333 4 539804 -9.8308
3 2 2.666667 360159 -11.9409
2 1 1.166667 4.639804 -12.4975

Mean Square
36.9048

Upper 95%
16.682
18.960
21.627

Upper CL
17.49745
17.27422
14.83078

Data Table=Day=3,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=3

F Ratio Prob>F

p-Value Difference
0.6999
0.8558
0.9659

Oneway Analysis of Approximate Number of Grains Visible: < 25 By Dispense Method

Used: Day=3
k] 4 ~N
5 & /\ s
-g v 154
2L N
2
22104 / \_\ /f
E 2 j— \
O ® =]
8 57\ / _ ,
- /X
0_.
AN i k %
1 ‘ 2 3 All Fans
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
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Quantiles

Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 0 0 1 4
2 0 0 4
3 4 4 4 7
Oneway Anova

Summary of Fit

Rsquare 0.106831

Adj Rsquare -0.14836

Root Mean Square Error 6.797233

Mean of Response 6.3

Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10

Analysis of Varia...2

Source DF Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 38.68333

Error 7 323.41667

C. Total 9 362.10000
Means for Oneway Anova

Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95%
1 4 7.25000 3.3986 -0.786
2 3 3.33333 3.9244 -5.946
3 3 8.00000 3.9244 -1.280

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3
3 -16.3444
1 -14.5388
2 -1 777

1
-14.5388
-14.1547
-11.3721

2
-11.6777
-11.3721
-16.3444

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
3 A 8.0000000
1 A 7.2500000
2 A 3.3333333

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif
3 2 4.666667 5.549918
1 2 3.916667 5.191473
3 1 0.750000 5.191473

Lower CL
-11.6777

-11.3721

-14.5388

75%
16.75

13

Mean Square
19.3417
46.2024

Upper 95%
15.286
12.613
17.280

Upper CL
21.01105
19.20544
16.03877

Data Table=Day=4,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=4

90% Maximum

21 21

6 6

13 13
F Ratio Prob>F
0.4186 0.6734

p-Value Difference
0.6914
0.7407
0.9886
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Oneway Analysis of Approximate Number of Grains Visible: < 25 By Dispense Method

Used: Day=4
20
.:o: - /\
-é <\\’4 15
S o
Z 5 /—\
© @ 10 A N
@
E%
: é
a3 5
% A4
NS
0 . */
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 1 1.5 3
2 1 1 3
3 4 4 5
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.244119
Adj Rsquare 0.028153
Root Mean Square Error 5.009515
Mean of Response 5.4
Observations (or Sum Wats) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 56.73333
Error 7 175.66667
C. Total 9 232.40000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95%
1 4 3.50000 2.5048 -2.423
2 3 4.33333 2.8922 -2 506
3 3 9.00000 2.8922 61
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance
Means Comparisons
Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha
2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3 2 1
3 -12.0457 -7.37903 -5.76772
2 -7.37903 -12.0457 -10.4344
1 -5.76772 -10.4344 -10.4319

75% 90%
6 7
9 9
18 18
Mea quare F Ratio
~J.3667 1.1304
25.0952
Upper 95%
9.423
11.172
15.839
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Maximum

Prob > F
0.3755




Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
3 A 9.0000000
2 A 4.3333333
1 A 3.5000000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference
3 1 5.500000
3 2 4.666667
2 1 0.833333

Std Err Dif
3.826080 -5.7677
4.090252 -7.3790
3.826080 -10.4344

Lower CL

Upper CL
16.76772
16.71237
12.10105

Data Table=Day=5,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitied Rozol bait,Day=5

p-Value Difference

0.3743
0.5215
0.9743

—

Oneway Analysis of Approximate Number of Grains Visible: < 25 By Dispense Method

Used: Day=5

s 15
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EV

Z 210 n

o]

[0

£

(’; .% 5

adg 2
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O" 1 ] 2
Dispense Method Used:

Quantiles
Level Minimum 10%
1 1 1
2 1 1
3 1 1
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare

Adj Rsquare

Root Mean Square Error
Mean of Response
Observations (or Sum Wgts)

Analysis of Variance
Source

Dispense Method Used:
Error

C. Total

N
N
RN

I~ 1

-_— b

3 All Pairs
Tukey-Kramer
0.05

25%
1.25

0.188959
-0.04277
4.88072
4.2

10

F  Sum of Squares
2 38.85000
7 166.75000
9 205.60000

Median
2.

5
2
4

75%

Mean Square
19.4250
23.8214

16

90%

F Ratio
0.8154

16
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Maximum
3

9

16

Prob > F
0.4805




Means for Oneway Anova

Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95% Upper 95%
1 4 2.25000 2.4404 -3.521 8.021
2 3 4.00000 2.8179 -2.663 10.663
3 3 7.00000 2.8179 0.337 13.663
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance
Means Comparisons
Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3 2
3 -11.736 -8.736 -6.228v0o
2 -8.736 -11.736 -9.22803
1 -6.22803 -9.22803 -10.1637
Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.
Level Mean
3 A 7.0000000
2 A 4.0000000
1 A 2.2500000
Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.
Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif Lower CL Upper CL p-Value Difference
3 1 4.750000 3.727712 -6.22803 16.72803 0.4517
3 2 3.000000 3.985091 -8.73600 14.73600 07417 =
2 1 1.750000 3.727712 -9.22803 12.72803 0.8875 ——

Data Table=Day=6,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitlec

‘0zol bait,Day=6

Oneway Analysis of Approximate Number of Grains Visible: < 25 By Dispense Method

Used: Day=6
14T — - g
% 12 \
58 4 -
g v /\
Z 5 8
28
Ea 6 >/\
8§ 4
50
% 2 \‘/
0 1 ' 2 ' 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median 75% 90% Maximum
1 1 1 1.25 2 2 2 2
2 1 1 1 3 8 8 8
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Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
3 2 2 2 4
Oneway Anova

Summary of Fit

Rsquare 0.274759

Adj Rsquare 0.067547

Root Mean Square Error 3.43823

Mean of Response 37

Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10

Analysis of Variance

Source DF Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 31.35000

Error 7 82.75000

C. Total 9 114.10000
Means for Oneway Anova

Level Number Mean Std Error wver 95%
1 4 1.75000 1.7191 -2.315
2 3 4.00000 1.9851 -0.694
3 3 6.00000 1.9851 1.306

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3
3 -8.26745
2 -6.26745
1 -3.48349

2
-6.26745
-8.26745
-5.48349

1
-3.48349
-5.48349
-7.15982

Paositive values show pairs of means that are significantiy different.

Level Mean
3 A 6.0000000
2 A 4.0000000
1 A 1.7500000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif
3 1 4.250000 2.625992
2 1 2.250000 2.625992
3 2 2.000000 2.807303

Lower CL
-3.48349
-5.48349
-5.26745

75%
12

Mean Square
15.6750
11.8214

Upper 95%
5.815
8.694

10.694

Upper CL
11.98349
9.98349
10.26745

Data Table=Day=7,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Unt™'~ " Rozol bait,Day=7

90%
12

F Ratio
1.3260

Maximum

Prob > F
0.3249

p-Value Difference

0.3000 -
0.6822
0.7642
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Oneway Analysis of Approximate Number of Grains Visible: < 25 By Dispense Method

Used: Day=7
12 I
s 10:‘ /\
5 8 4
EV N
éE’ 2 6
o § / /\
© .
£e * \ |
25 2
2, Ny
2 K /
1 Z 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.C
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median 75%
1 0 0 0.25 1 1.75
2 0 0 0 2 7
3 1 1 1 3 10
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.243843
Adj Rsquare 0.027798
Root Mean Square Error 3.221949
Mean of Response 2.7
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares Mean Square
Dispense Method Used: 2 23.433333 11.7167
Error 7 72.666667 10.3810
C. Total 9 96.100000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error ower 95% Upper 95%
1 4 1.00000 1.6110 -2.809 4.8093
2 3 3.00000 1.8602 -1.399 7.3987
3 3 4.66667 1.8602 0.268 9.0653
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance
Means Comparisons
Comparisons for all pairs using Ti'--y-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha
2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3 2 1
3 -7.74738 -6.08072 -3.58035
2 -6.08072 -7.74738 -5.24701
1 -3.58035 -5.24701 -6.70943

90%

F Ratio
1.1287

10
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Maximum

Prob > F
0.3760
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7
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Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
3 A 4.6666667
2 A 3.0000000
1 A 1.0000000

Levels not connected by ~~~= letter are significantly di*~-~nt.

Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif Lower Cl Upper CL p-Value Difference
3 1 3.666667 2.460804 -3.58035 10.91368 03514 ~ ~—
2 1 2.000000 2.460804 -5.24701 9.24701 0.7076 =

3 2 1.66RRART7 2.630710 -6.08072 9.41405 0.8071 - —
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Data Table=Day=1,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitied Rozol bait,Day=1

Oneway Analysis of Approximate Number of Grains Visible: 25-100 By Dispense Method

Used: Day=1
14 L \
5 o 127 TN
g 2 101 TN
ER
Z o 84
23
xX 0
20 o v ~__
i | N
1 2 3 Ali Pairs
Dispense Method Used Tukey-Kranie:
0.05
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median
1 2 2 275 55
2 3 3 3 8
3 4 4 4 6
Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.078868
Adj Rsquare -0.18431
Root Mean Square Error 3.806323
Mean of Response 6.7
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF Sum of Squares
Dispense Method Used: 2 8.68333
Error 7 101.41667
C. Total 9 110.10000
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95%
1 4 5.75000 1.9032 1.2497
2 3 8.00000 2.1976 2.8035
3 3 6.66667 2.1976 1.4702
Std Erro” "~ 3s a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 2
2 -9.15255

3

-7.81921

4

-6.311-c

75%

10

Mean Square
4.3417
14.4881

Upper 95%
10.250
13.196
11.863

F Ratio
0.2997
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Maximum
10
13
10

Prob > F
0.7501



Abs(Dif)-LSD 2
3 -7.81921
1 -6.31142

3

-9.15255
-7.64476

1
-7.64476
32634

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
2 A 8.0000000
3 A 6.6666667
1 A 5.7500000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference
2 1 2.250000
2 3 1.333333
3 1 0.916667

Std Err Dif '.ower CL Upper CL p-Value Difference
2.907127 -6.31142 10.81142 0.7297 .—
3.107850 -7.81921 10.48588 0.9048
2907127 -7.64476 9.47809 0.9471

Data Table=Day=2,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=2

Oneway Analysis of Approximate Number of Grains Visible: 25-100 By Dispense Method

Used: Day=2

14-['

12-
10-

Approximate Number of
Grains Visible: 25-100

| o

AN

.

0 T 2 T

Dispense Method Used:

All Pairs
Tukey-Kramer
0.05

Quantiles

Level Minimum 10%
1 2 2
2 1 1
3 4 4

Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit

Rsquare

Adj Rsquare

Root Mean Square Error
Mean of Response
Observations (or Sum Wgts)

Analysis of Variance

Source DF

Dispense Method Used:

25%

90%

225 35 8.5 10 10

0.052732
-0.21792
3.929437
5.7

10

2

Sum of Squares

F Ratio
0.1948

Prob>F
0.8273

Mean Square

6.01667 3.0083
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Source DF Sum of Squares

Error 7 108.08333

C. Total 9 114.10000
Means for Oneway Anova

Level Number Mean Std Error --wer 95%
1 4 4.75000 1.9647 0.10418
2 3 6.33333 2.2687 0.96880
3 3 6.33333 2.2687 0.96880

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSC

q* Alpha

2.94498 0-°"
Abs(Dif)-LSD 2 3 1
2 -9.44858 -9.44858 -7.25501
3 -9.44858 -9.44858 -7.25501
1 -7.25501 -7.25501 -8.18271

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
2 A 6.3333333
3 A 6.3333333
1 A 4.7500000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference Std Err Dif Lower CL
2 1 1.583333 3.001157 -7.25501
3 1 1.583333 3.001157 -7.9RRN1
3 2 0.000000 3.208372 -9....38

Mean Square
15.4405

Upper 95%
9.396
11.698
11.698

Upper CL
10.42167

10.42167

9.44858

Data Table=Day=3,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=3

F Ratio

Prob>F

p-Value Difference

0.8606
0.8606

e

1.0000 -

Oneway Analysis of Approximate Number of Grains Visible: 25-100 By Dispense Method

Used: Day=3
10 7
9* /\ /'_\
S8 8
83 7
£ 69 /
4 % 5+ . —N
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238 4 \ i
£ 5> /
; » 3_‘ -
o £
&8 27 /
<O 11
0 \ /
-1 St T T ' -
1 2 3 All Pai
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05
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Quantiles
Level

1 0 0
2 1 1
3 0 0

Minimum 10%

Oneway Anova
Summary of Fit

Rsquare

Adj Rsquare

Root Mean Square Error
Mean of Response
Observations (or Sum Wgts)

Analysis of Variance
Source

Dispense Method Used:
Error

C. Total

Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number
1 4
2 3
3 3

Mean
3.00000
4.33333
5.00000

Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance

Means Comparisons

Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD

q* Alpha

2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 3
3 -9.81659
2 -9.14993
1 -7.18258

Positive values show pairs of means that are significantly different.

Level Mean
3 A 5.0000000
2 A 4.3333333
1 A 3.0000000

Levels not connected by same letter are significantly different.

Level - Level Difference
3 1 2.000000
2 1 1.333333
3 2 0.666667

25% Median
0.25 1.5
1 4
0 6
0.05914
-0.20968
4.082483
4
10
DF Sum of Squares
2 7.33333
7 116.66667
9 124.00000
Std Error * ywer 95%
2.0412 -1.827
2.3570 -1.240
2.3570 -0.573
2 1
-9.14993 -7.18258
-9.81659 -7.84925
-7.84925 -8.50142
Std Err Dif Lower CL
3.118048 -7.18258
3.118048 -7.84925
3.333333 -9.14993

75%
7.25

Mean Square
3.6667
16.6667

Upper 95%
7.827
9.907

10.573

Upper CL
11.18258
10.51591
10.48326

Data Table=Day=4,Linked Subset=This subset is linked to Untitled Rozol bait,Day=4

90%

F Ratio
0.2200

Maximum

Prob>F
0.8079

p-Value Difference

0.8029

0.9054 ——

0.9783

— T
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Oneway Analysis of Approximate Number of Grains Visible: 25-100 By Dispense Method

Used: Day=4

8
.7 /_\i
°8 s
L0 ]
Z 5 4
s A /_\ 1
gs?®
522 ; £ -
a O 1 —
g0
14 : \ /|
1 2 3 All Pairs
Dispense Method Used: Tukey-Kramer
0.05 I
Quantiles
Level Minimum 10% 25% Median 75% 90% Maximum
1 0 0 0.5 25 3
2 0 0 5 7 7
3 0 0 1 2 2
Oneway Anova
‘ Summary of Fit
Rsquare 0.357278
Adj Rsquare 0.173643
Root Mean Square Error 2.203893
Mean of Response 1.9
Observations (or Sum Wgts) 10
Analysis of Variance
Source DF  Sum of Squares Mean Square F Ratio Prob>F
Dispense Method Used: 2 18.900000 9.45000 1.9456 0.2129
Error 7 34.000000 4.85714
C. Total 9 52.90 20
Means for Oneway Anova
Level Number Mean Std Error Lower 95% Upper 95%
1 4 1.00000 1.1019 -1.606 3.6057
2 3 4.00000 1.2724 0.991 7.0088
3 3 1.00000 1.2724 -2.009 4.0088
Std Error uses a pooled estimate of error variance
Means Comparisons
Comparisons for all pairs using Tukey-Kramer HSD
q* Alpha
2.94498 0.05
Abs(Dif)-LSD 2 1 3
2 -5.2994 -1.95714 -2.2994
. 1 -1.95714 -4.58942 -4.95714
3 -2.2994 -4.95714 -5.2994
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Letters of Support
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D KANSAS FARM BUREAU
. The Voice of Agriculture

2627 KF8 Plaza, Monhattan, Konsas 46503-8508 o 785-587-6000 «  ‘ax 785-587-46?14 ¢ www.iib.org
800 SW Jackson St., Ste. 1300, Topeko. Kansas 86412-1219 o 785-234-4535 e Fax 785-234-0278

Mr. Dan Tuggle

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW gth Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for Special Local Need use for Mechanical Applicators

Dear Mr. Tuggle,

It has come to the attention of Kansas Farm Bureau through our members that the
practice of using mechanical baiters to apply Rozol Prairie Dog Bait is being denied due
to wording on the product label, specifically “ Application Method: Hand application of
bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.” Previously the label in Kansas did not
have a “by hand only” limitation. This restriction and interpretation is having a negative
impact on our farmer/rancher members in their efforts to control prairie dogs and
maintain their private property for standard farming and ranching activities. The net
effect of this is a reduction in the economic productivity of those farms and ranches.

Historically, licensed individuals have been using mechanical baiters without incidence
of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical devices provide a
reliable and precise application method that ensures application is performed in a safe
manner specific to label requirements. Additionally, mechanical baiters reduct he
chances of exposure to humans by compartmentalizing the bait and reduce the chances
of accidental human error during application. In short, the mechanical applicator is a
better method than hand application.

These devices provide a time-effective methou for treatment. Without the use of the
devices, infestations are likely to expand due to greater numbers of hours spent over
fewer acres. If infestations increase, the chances of plague increase in the prairie dog
populations, then chances increase for human exposure to plague. Clearly a higher risk
of plague is not desirable.

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow Rozol
Prairie Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical

application devices. sesecs
Sincerely, . %
c i Swe SR A
Steve M. Swaffar, Director of Natural Resources cesee f covcs
Kansas Farm Bureau secee .
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-

K-State Research and Extension
Department of Animal Sciences
and Industry

November 22, 2010 139 Call Hall
Manhattan, KS 66506-1600
785-532-5654
Fax: 785-532-5681

Dan Tuggle

Kansas Department of Agriculture
Pesticide and Fertilizer Program
109 SW 9"

Topeka. KS 66612

Dear Mr. Tuggle:

Thank you for sending the information concerning the interpretation from the Environment Protection
Agency (EPA) on mechanical vs hand application of Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA Reg. No. 7173-286).
That interpretation of the label has the potential to cause major problems for applicators including
increased health risks. It seems incomprehensible that an agency with the stated purpose to “protect
human health and the environment from unreasonable adverse effects associated with pesticides™ would
now require application of a toxicant by hand. | am not aware of any data or scientific study that would
suggest only hand application should be allowed. The mechanical dispensing devices commonly used to
help manage prairie dogs allow more accurate placement of the bait, more accurate amount of the bait
applied at each burrow and improved human safety. As you are aware the original 24-C label for Rozol
in Kansas allowed either mechanical or hand application.

As a co-author of the field efficacy study (MRID47333602) that was submitted to EPA. both hand
application and machine application of baits occurred. EPA approved the protocol that allowed the use of
a mechanical bait dispensing device.

1 s Al B N T ans sh JaYant
1 it aSsun unuE, this uuu‘nuuluun ai130 upy: 18510 otaer pl\Jklu\-Lg like 2% zinc P |u:;pu|\ui \1 P ; baits., Ofthe

eleven ZP baits registered in Kansas, I could only find one label (Kansas 24-C label for in-burrow
application of ZP Rodent Bait Ag (Reg. No. 12455-102)) that would allow mechanical application. That
label has language that is somewhat unclear as it would allow baiting by hand or with an approprlate
dispensing device...”. If there are other products that can be mechanically applied | would apprgeme'
knowing which ones would allow a more efficient means of application than by “hand™. ee o

o e e
°
Kamas State University

eeo00e AgFicultural Experiment

. ‘e . «Statien and Cooperative
cesnee E’(tpgslon Service
® oo ® o K-Stote, County Extension
° ‘tm.&ﬂ, Extension Districts,
[ XX X RS L4
o o and U.S. Department of
eooee Agriculture Cooperating.

. KCm: Reseorch and
® Extension is an equal
o BPbBAUgity provider and

er.

“Knowledge
frL ifer©
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5.) Few alternatives exist. All ZP labels that | have been able to find except the 24-C in burrow
label, require application by hand.

6.) Zinc phosphide has no antidote and the dust should not be inhaled. Hand application will
significantly increase proximal exposure to the face of applicators and the likelihood of
inhalation.

7.) Data that has been submitted to EPA concerning efficacy, bait availability on the surface, and
carcass availability following Rozol treatments was collected for mechanical applications.
Without data to support hand-only application, EPA’s interpretation cannot be supported.

8.) Presently successful reintroduction projects for black-footed ferrets rely almost wholly on the
ability to manage associated black-tailed prairie dog complexes. If implemented, this
interpretation will threaten ongoing efforts to recover the ferrets and remove this species from
state and federal endangered species lists.

9.) State Law K.S.A. 80-1201 and 80-1202 allows township boards to purchase materials and
employ persons to destroy prairie dogs and they may make diligent efforts to exterminate

prairie dogs. Adherence to the label by baiting by hand should not compromise their personal
safety.”

For these reasons | request that the State of Kansas approve a 24-C Special Local Needs label that
allows for mechanical application of Rozol Prairie Dog Bait. Since we are in the middle of the treatment
season and there are limited days available due to weather, sitch a label change constitutes an

emergency and should be acted upon immediately, as alternatives are limited.
Thanks for considering this request.

Sincerely,

Director-Stanton County Noxious Weed Dept.

QM

n D. Smith

hairman, Stanton County Board of Commissioners
P.O. Box 190

Johnson, Kansas 67855

Mo Kee sy v

Martie Floyd Y . AT

Member, Stanton County Board of Commissioners oo’ tescse
(,% @% ’ XX X
Shannon Dimitt ) )

Member, Stanton County Board of Commissioners
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DEC-2-2081@ 12:39 FROM:WICHITA CO COURTHOUS 628-375-435@- TO: 14142478172 P:2/2

o

BOARD OF COUNTY C¢ MMISSIONERS
WICHITA COUNTY

PO Box 968
Leoti, KS 67861
PHONE: 620.375.2731

FAX: 620.375.4350
December 2, 2010

Kansas Department of Agriculture
Pesticide Regisiration

109 SW 9" Street

Topeka KS 66612

Thank you for rcading this letter. It conveys some serious concerns we have as Wichita County Commissioners.
We try to represent the best inlerest of our famers, cattlemen, landowners and taxpayers. We have been notified that

the mechanical devices uscd for application of Rozel Prairie Dog Bait may now be considered an off-label method
of application. It now states *“hand application” only.

We would like to cxpress our strang support for repistering Scction 24 (¢) “Special Local Need” for Rozcl Prairie
Dog Buit EPA Reg. No.7173-286 that would allow for mechanical application, including both mcasuring and
dispensing. Please consider the rational and logical concerns we have listed below.

1, Concerns on safety of our pcople handliug this product.
In the Rozel Prairic Dog Bait Matcrial Safety Dara Sheet, it statcs that this product can producc
cumulative toxicity with prolonged and repeated exposure. It may also be harmful if absorbed
through the skin, so why would we want our applicators to usc hand application only. Hand
spplication also puts our personnel at danger: dealing with rattlesnakes that live in prairie dog
towns; stepping in a prairie dog hole or getling poked by cactus.

2 Controlling the prairie dogs.
Our County hus had a major problem with prairic dogs for many years. In the past year, we have
finally gotten control of the simation. We have not cradicated the prairic dogs. We only want to
control them. We have spent thousands of dollars to do this as efficiently as possible.
Mechanically dispensing this is easier on our persoanel and reduces fatigue and possible injury.
When fatiguc is controlled, productivity increases. Iland measuring would be morc tnefficient,
takes a lot more time, and would allow the prairie dog population to cxplode again.

3, Gotting it right.
When mechanically dispensing the bait, you get the right amount of bait down the hole each timc.

When hand bailing, there is always a chance of getting too much, or too little down the hole.
There is also a chanoce of accidental spillage of the product.

4, Tositive results.

Since we started our ¢ontrol program, the grassland in our County has gotien so much better.

Some areas had prairie dog population so dense; they had the ground so bare there was blowing
dust problcms. The control program has becen very positive for our County and could not hgwe***®
been possible without the mechanical devices used for application.

e o L]
[ e®
"Thank you for your time and pleasc consider our request. vesess .
: * : :.o .0
soceee s oo
*
. oo :.oc:o
Vie Case oo s, ¢
4 e
4 i 'Y XXX
%V g :...:.
L ]
SleveBakcf

6 '2 T
Rex Whalen
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DEC-01-2018 16:37 From:WALL

BOARD
PO Box 70

WAL

313 Main Streg
Sharon Springg, KS 67758

ACE _CO SHERIFF 785 BS2 4275 P.171

Ti:414E4?817E

LACE COUNTY

DF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

District #1, Mr. Bruce Buck
District #2, Mr. Michael Cowles
District #3, Mr. Adam W. Smith, C

t
hairman

Kansas Department of Agricu
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 9" St

Topeka, KS 66612

‘I'o whom it mmay concern,

Thank you for takmg the time;

COMMISSLONETS 1n rcprc:unlmé

that the mechanical deviees ug
label use in violation of the af

We would like to express our
Prairic Dog Bait (EPA Reg. N

ture

to read this letter, for it conveys a serious concern we have as Wallace County
the best interests of our landowners and tuxpayers. It has come to our attention
cd for application of Rozcl® Prairie Doy Bait may now be considered an off-
plication method stating "hand application" only.

strong support for registering a Section 24 (¢) "Special Local Need" for Rozel®

measuring and dispensing. P

1. We value the safety
not believe that it is p.
through the skin”, pa
can produce cumulati
Even with protective
application also puts
high probability of pr:
Timely and cfficient
County has successfu
the species; we have
farmers and ranchers.
productivity and redu
inefficient, take more
Iand Application m
application achieves
amounts is significan
repelitive naturc of a
levels ol uniformity.
proper control, and oV
be precisely measured

Once again, thank you for yo

Sincercly,
Wallace County Board of Co
. .~ _l[i’éa& = U

-—

ur time and consideration of our request.

missioners

0. 7173-286) which would allow for mechanical applic'ation, including both
ase take into consideration our rationale and logical cancerns as listed below:

f our pcrsonncl responsible for handling and applying this product. We do
ident to require hand application of a product that "Ma!y be harm(ul if absorbed
icularly when "prolonged and/or repeated exposurg to small amounts of product

e toxicity" as stated in the Rozel® Prairie Dog Bait Material Safety Data Sheet.
lothing, hand application increases the risk of exposure to the product. Hand

ur personnel in closer proximity (o the prairie dog burrew where there is a natural
irie dog predators such as rattlesnakes, This poses another large safety concern.
reatment is critical to achieve effective control.. Forlover 30 years, Wallacc

y implemented a prairic dog population control program. We have not eradicated
crcly managcd the population to where it is not a sigm.ﬁcant dctriment to the
Mcchanical measuring and dispensing devices i u1crt.asc our personncl

e fatigue and physical injury. Hand measuring and dxspcnsmg would be more
ime, and the prairie dog population could quickly become unmanageablu

y result in u higher incidence of off-label vse of; product becaudé Thechanical
higher consistency of application from start to finish. The deviatign, in'u‘.atmunt
y reduced when using properly calibrated equipment, Due to the freqlient and
lying this product, it would be difficult for hand apphcahans to atjgin gimilar

Consistency is the key to cffective control; undu-appm',awm will asltiieve
er- apphcatlon is expensive and a misuse of the product

Fwen if thg uaduct could
each time, a very conscientious person may still have acejdental hdnd Spl“ﬂ.gc

b
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Nov. 30. 2010 10:54AM  HAMILTON CO. EXTENSION No. 0216 P 1

=ICSTATE

Kansas State University

Cooperative Extension Service

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture mrmgm
Pesticide Registration 520 Norh Homilbn7 * Box 629
109 SW 9th Street Syracuse, Kansas 678780629
Topeka, KS 66612 %02%3‘5;3576
hm@oznel.ksu.edu

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only" limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large jnfestations of

100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. .

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this® R&2ol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanica} dpphcatiqn devices.

L8 . 00
'.:'.: Homillon Counly

Sincerely ) ** Konoseme Utalrmy
oo 000 Agdulfral Experimenl
. . ..:... Siation and Cyoperalive
Jeff Wilson, Hamilton County Extension Agent Extension Servics.
KSiare, T8N Brsion

Councils, Exdaruion Dislrich, and
U.S. Depostmemmolf Agriculture
Cooperthing, °

Al educational progroms and
moterials avollabla without
discriminotion on the basis of race,
color, religion, nalianol ongln, sax,
age, or disabilily.

"‘Knowledge
forLife
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Nov 30 10 04:27p Stanton Co Health Dept 620 492-1440

p.1

=

K-State Research and Extension

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture . _ Stanton County
Pesticide Registration ggm::heM '
109 SW 9th Street ki
Topeka, KS 66612 Johnson, KS 678550330
620-492-2240
Fax: 620-492-3342

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow pbaiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a "by hand only" limitation.

JUSTIFICATION
Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondagy hazard tc wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, -and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue', as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at{treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large infestations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. cecese

We réquest that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow thgﬁb‘zol Prairie

Dag Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanic?l.qpplication devices.

. oo Hgpton County

ceseos $ *kppss State University
[ ) [ ]

Sincerely, o Apricultural Experiment
'~_“.;r )- o~ ~ [ X ] : . .E’d' n w\g«C:?punhve
— v s f - csses ® nsion ce
i A(M L '\.o-(:_-:.‘ ) Q. : cotes Kétate, County Exdension
Frank D. Swan, Stanton County Extension Agent, AQ\NRC ot ity

®  Agrcuture Cooperating.

. ° l&&. Resecrch and
® 28 sion is on equal
oppotiunity provider ond
employer.

“Knowled
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Nov 29 10 03:56p Logan County Weed 785-846-7724 p.5

November 29, 2010

To whom it may concem:

It is in my personal opinion cbserved through hundreds of hours involved with
the application process of Rozol, that mechanical baiters are essential when it
comes to control of the bilack 1iiled prairie dog. Mechanical baiters are the most
accurate dispersal method. It releases the calibrated amount of Rozol product
directly over and only inches above the drop site. This method releases the
accurately measured amount of product (at least six inches below the burrow
surface) without leaving any residual kemels above the ground for scavengers. |
am concerned that if ranchers are forced to use other means of application (such
as a bucket and ladel, distributing manually) that the results will be "sloppy” to
say the least, and most likely off label compared to mechanical baiter
distribution.

When Chatrlie Lee did all the studies for KSU, it was successfully done using
mechanical baiters and following strict label use of the product - Rozol. Not
allowing mechanical baiters to be used would be an absolute waste of personal
time and product, as well as physically dangerous because of the human contact
with the poison. But, maybe this result is what the EPA is seeking.

| hope that we can continue to apply Rozol in the manner in which it has been
done [effectively] in the past - using mechanical baiters.

Sincerely,

<

e

Dennis Mackley
Pest Control Business Owner
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Nov 29 10 03:56p Logan County Weed 785-846-7724 p.3

November 29, 2010

To whom it may concern:

It is in my personal opinion observed through hundreds of hours involved with
the application process of Rozol, that mechanical baiters are essential when it
comes to control of the black-tailed prairie dog. Mechanical baiters are the most
accurate dispersal method. [t releases the calibrated amount of Rozol product
directly over and only inches above the drop site. This method releases the
accurately measured amount of product (at least six inches below the burrow
surface) without leaving any residual kemels above the ground for scavengers. |
am concerned that if ranchers are forced to use other means of application (such
as a bucket and ladel, distributing manually) that the results will be "sloppy" to
say the least, and most likely off label compared to mechanical baiter
distribution.

When Charlie Lee did all the : idies for KSU, it was successfuilly done using
mechanical baiters and following strict label use of the product - Rozol. Not
allowing mechanical baiters to be used would be an absolute waste of personal
time and product, as well as physically dangerous because of the human contact
with the poison. But, maybe this result is what the EPA is seeking.

| hope that we can continue to apply Rozol in the manner in which it has been
done [effectively] in the past - using mechanical baiters.

Tl

Denny Mackley
Logan County Prairie Dog Department

181




182



Ralph Ostmeyer
Senator 40" District

P O Box 97

Grinnell, KS 67738-0097

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 9th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat Iarge'infeg,tations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. ete To

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued tosallow this:Rozpl Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical 'a!gpticati(}n ddvices.

Sincerely, ::::: .
Senator Ralph Ostmeyer eeet

KS 40" District
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*Personal privacy information*

Below is a copy of the letter in case your computer doesn't have the carrect program to open the attached file.

Thanks,
Sheila

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW Sth Street

Topeka , KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) iabel for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to
2006 did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters
responsibly for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These
mechanical devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to
manage the spread of this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective
manner. Mechanical baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well-amo
enable getting the bait out during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt.
during the short application window. There is simply no other method as effective at tieating
the extensive acreage, ensuring all active burrows are treated, and guarantgemgthat the‘baut
is “six inches down-the-burrow” according to the label. e %o

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large mfestaﬂons
of 100's of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. 0080,

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Rozoi Pl'd.“‘ie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical application ge..3s

- 184
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*Personal privacy information*

Thomas Schmit

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

To Whom It May Concern,

Lynn I
Thursday, December 02, 2010 10:14 AM
Thomas Schmit

Mechanical baiters

The use of mechanical baiters have been highly important to the control of pests on our operation. They have been
used responsibly and safely without endangering non-targeted species. The use of mechanical baiters have insured the
proper placement and quanitiy of the bait. The phrase (by hand ) did not appear until recently on the label. There has
not been any confirmed deaths of non-targeted species in our area. Having had close to a hundred acres of the pests
the baiter has given us an economical means to controlling them.

Sincerely,
Lynn Kirkham
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Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 8W 9th Street

Topeka, K8 66612

Re: Request for 84(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-886)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label may now question our recent
use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply Rozol Prairie Dog Bait.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down
prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including K8, NE and WY
dating back to 28008 did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters
responsibly for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to
wildlife. These mechanical devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are
critical to our ability to manage the spread of this pest, and apply bait accurately
in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical baiters are essential to
avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out during
limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short
application window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the
extensive acreage, ensuring all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that
the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow” according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat
large infestations of 100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a buekets
Walking also subjects the applicator to numerous rattlesnakes.

We request that a “Special Local Need” 34(c) registration be issuedsbo allow this
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the a.smsta.nea of

mechanical application devices. soseee
. ccese :o sesece
Sincerely, .

ik ) S o
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11/38/2810 15:48 ?85—5?341 LOGAN CTY AP%ISER PAGE @1/01

Below is a copy of the letter in case your computer doesn't have the correct program to open the attached file.

Thanks,
Sheila

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 0Oth Street

Topeka , KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concem,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanicai baiters to apply

Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording "hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bail, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) iabels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to
2006 did not have such a "by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters
responsibly for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These
mechanical devices are calibrated and refiable. The devices are critical to our ability o
manage the spread of this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and costeffective
manner. Mechanical baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well asto
enable getting the bait out during limited periods of favorable weather following snowsmiek”
during the short application window. There is simply no other method as effeétive at treating

the extensive acreage, ensuring all active burrows are treated, and guaranieemg thai the]bait
is “six inches down-the-burrow” according to the iabel.

Restricting the label to "by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to tredtitrge mfestatlons
of 100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket.

!.

We request that a “Spegcial Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this RozgiFrgirie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical application*devices.

Sincerely,
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Below is a copy of the letter in case your computer doesn't have the correct program to open the at@ched file.

Thanks,
Sheila

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 8th Street

Topeka , KS 68612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply

Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bail, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows. .

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to
2006 did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters
responsibly for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. . These
mechanical devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to**
manage the spread of this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effectiVe
manner. Mechanical baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well &s {6
enable getting the bait out during limited periods of favorable weather followirtd’ Widw melt .
during the short application window. There is simply no other method as effegiiya at trelting”
the extensive acreage, ensuring all active burrows are treated, and guaranteelng.iﬁat the,bat
is “six inches down-the-burrow” according to the label. cosee

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat Iarge mfestpjlpns
of 100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket.

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Rozol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the buirow with the assistance of mechanical application devices.

Sincerely,
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*Personal privacy information*

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW oth Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short a_ppllcatlon
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage: ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label. t e

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat-large mfestqtjons of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. cosees '

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to altdW this Rozol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical épp'hcatlorsdewces

Siﬁ;ﬁ;@- %‘f g ; ar *esee’
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Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 9th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard fo wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage: ¥nsuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-purrow”

according to the label. o e
Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to tregt rarge mfe§tat|ons of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. cesess .

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to alloW this Rozgl Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanicai application devug:gas

Singerely, ®aone
% ﬂ:/ pec Vor
7

195




*Personal privacy information*

6len Good

Kansas Dept. of Agnculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW gth Streat

Topeka, KS 668612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
10 permit use of machanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concem,

it has come (o0 my aftention that our recent use praclice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Praiie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcemant authorities driven by the
wording "hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label,

3. Application Method - Hand apphconnn of haw, at least 8 inches dawn prairie dog burrows

As you know, earlier 24{c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Waed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife, These mechanical
devices are callibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bail accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human emor and fatigue, as well as to enabie getting the bail out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effactive at treating the extensive acreage, ensunng
all aclive burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-bumrow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to "by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat iarge infestations of
100's of acres walking around with a ladie and a bucket.

We ragquest that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Rozo! Praine
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance af mechanical application devices.
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*Personal privacy information*

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 9th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label. seeste

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large @Te.s:tations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket.

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to atipw:this hézp.l Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical.qulicatioé-devices.

Sincerely, Sesose

__Bob Stewart, | IEGTGEGNG 2 0000"

197




12/91/2018 ©9:20 ?85—53341 LOGAN CTY AF’%ISER PAGE @1/@1

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 9th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a "by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring

all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is "six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat Iargeg [nfastations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket.

We request that a "Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued tq 3low thlé P::;zo| Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical applicatipn devuces

Sincerely, Ceo 5...:.

&)M%}A—ﬂ La"’) coees’ :"::.
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*Personal privacy information*

DEC 01,2010 13:25

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 6th Street

Topeka, KS 86612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be guestioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hund application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow meit during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large infestations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. Secsce

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Rozo] Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical .appoligation deyices.

Sincerely, _ :.:...: §.°°:°
L Sone g:_&\u:%_ A T
~= tesese
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*Personal privacy information*
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Greg Sederstrom

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 6Gth Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply

Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a "by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow” -
according to the label. -

Restricting the label to "by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large infestations of
100's of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. ..

We request that a “Special LLocal Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow th.is'quoI Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical application devices.

Sincerely, :.:"; EI
,%,5, JM_——— ":::. tenele

Greg Sederstrom socee .
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*Personal privacy information*

Nov 30 10 03:42p Dwight Abell * p-1

’DWI Wt N. Abel

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 9th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply

- Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the

wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.
3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring

all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large infestations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket.

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this’ Rozol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical appllcathn'devlces

incerely,
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*Personal privacy information*

Caleb Couchman

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW oth Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches downathe-burrow"
according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat Iargé i.I‘.Iféstations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. .

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued tQ,a][ow this-Rezol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanicel<apblicatior devices.

Sincerely,

: eoes’
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*Personal privacy information*

. Alexa Ellis .

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 8th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (I 'A #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large infestations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket.

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Rozg| Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical application dgyicqs.

Sincerely, - *
Mok 20 L




*Personal privacy information*

Brittan Ellis

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 8th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concemn,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snowmelt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches ddwn-the-burrow”
according to the label. oo o

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to «t:eat.lar e infestations of

100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. ‘e,

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued te-gilqw thié‘R.ézol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanicéﬂ'épplica.tion.devices.

Sincerely,
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Sheila Ellis

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW gth Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” lin ation.

JUSTIFICATION
Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snowmelt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches déwgsthe-burrow”
according to the label. .

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to,traat Iarg'e infestations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. * * e e

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to;;ﬁqw tlii‘s'ﬁbzol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanicar #pplicatioh devices.

Sincerely, RITL

Shitla QY
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*Personal privacy information*
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PAGE Bd/84

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture

Pesticide Registratfion
1C8 SW gth Street
Topeka, KS 86612

Re: Request for 24(¢
to permit use of

To whom it may concer

label for Rozol Prairie Deg Bait (EPA #71 73-286)
echanical applicators for burrow baiting.

e

i has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using methanical baiters to apply

Rozo! Prairig Dog Bait
wording “hand” shown ¢

may now be questioned by some enforcemsnt authorrees driven by the
st the Sec. 3 product fabel.

3 Appfication Methodd: Hornd application of baiy, ui leasi 6 inches down prairie dog bwwrows.

As you know, eariier 24((:) abels issued for stales mciudng KS, NE apd WY dating back to 2006

did not have such a “by

JUSTIFICATION
Weed boards and licer

hand only” lirnitation.

sed custom applicators have been using mechanical baifers responsibly

devices are calibrated
this pest, and apply b
baiters are essential to
during iimited periods
windcew. Thetre Is simp
all aclive burrows are
acaording to the tabel.

Restﬁcting the labei to

for years without incid%nce of off-iabel use or secondary hazard to wildiife.

100’s of acres waiking &0

These mechanical
nd refiable. The devices sre critical f¢ our abilify to manage the spread of
it accurately in a time-efficient and cosi-effective manner. Mechanical
avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as {¢ enable geiting the bait out
of favorable weather following snow mieit during the short application
y no cther method as effective at ireating the extensive acreage, ensuring
treated, and guarantseing that the baid is “six inches down-the-burrow”

‘by hand only™ will make # virtually %mpossible to treat large infestations of
und with a ladle and a buckat. cesece

We reguest that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to aliow this';*?bzol Prairie

Dog Bait to be applied

Sincarsly,

(Lol PA a,

own the burraw with the assistance of mechanigat ggp’scatfon devices.
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PAGE 83/84

Kansas Dept. of Agﬂcu’tur&

Pesticide Registration
1G9 SW gth Sirset
Topaka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(q
o permnit use of

To whom it may concet

) label for Rozo! Prairis Dog Bait {(EPA #7173-286)
mechanical applicators for buirow baiting.

n,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baters to apply

Rozoi Prairie Dog Baif

may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the

wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product labsel,
3. Application Method: Rimd applicarion of bait, ai feaxt G inches down prairie Jog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c} iabels issued for siates including KS, NE and WY dating back o 2006
did not have such a “by hand onty” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed beards and ilce
for years without incid
devices are calibrated

this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effactive manner,

baiters are essential to
during limited perdods

sed custom applicators have been using mechanical bafiers responsibly
nece of off-label use or secondary hazard io wildlife. Thess mechanical
nd reifiable. The devices are critica! {o our ability to manage the spread of
Mechanical
avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable geiting the bait cut
of favorable weather foliowing snow meilt durdng the short application

window. There is simply no ather method as effective at treating the extensive agreage, ensuring

all active burrows are
according to the labsl.

Resiricting the jabel to |
100's of acres walking

trealed, and guaranteeing that the basdt s "six inches dewn-the-bumrow”

"oy hand only” will make # virtuaily impossible to treat Eafge infestations of
rauhd with & iadie and & bucket.

We request that 2 “Special Local Need” 24{g) registration be issued to aliow ma; Jnrol Praiiie
Dog Bait to be appiied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanicg) applicalior Hevices.

Sincarsly,

Hd Al

L i




*Personal privacy information* [
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PAGE B81/84

Kansas Dept. of Agricuttyre
Pesticide Registration
109 SW 9th Street
Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concemn,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shawn on|the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: | Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2008
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years withaut incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildiife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical o our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait| accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down—th{e—burrow
according to the label. :

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to tmat large mfestatlons of
100's of acres walking arqund with a ladle and a bucket. ! sececs

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Roz2el *Prairie
Dog Batit to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical appicauon dewoes
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*Personal privacy information*

12/01/2018 16:50

B82/084

R \enn Middnel

Kansas Dept. of Agricuiiure

Pesticide Registration
109 SW oth Strest

Topeka, KS 66512

Re: Request for 24(d) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-288)

1o permit use of

To whom § may conceny,

mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

it has come to my aitention that our recent use practice of using mebhanicai baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait| may now be questionaed by some enforcement autharities driven by the

wording “hand” shown

on tha Sec. 3 product abel.

2 Apphbaﬁonﬂ&ﬁéad‘fﬁﬁufappﬁba&banba&;afkmmzShuMwsdbwn;wuﬁfedhgbuhn%u

As you know, earlier 24{c¢} jabels issued for slates including XS, NE and WY dating back 1o 2006
did not have such a "by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed beards and licenised custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly

for years without incid

nce of ofi-labsl use or secondary hazard to wildlife.  Theze mechanical

devicas are ca'tcra'ec nid reliable. The devices are sriticaf o our abillity io manage the spread of

this pest, and

apply bait accuratsly in a time-sfficient and cost-effactive manner,

fdachanical

baiters are essential to avoiding human emor and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out

during limited pericds

of favorable weather foliowing snow meit during the sheri application

window. There is simpiy no othar method as sffective at treating the extensive acreags, ensuring

ali active burrows are

according to the iabel.

Res-.r"cting the labal'ts
100's of acres walking

freated, and guaranfesing that the bait 5 "six inchas down-the-burmow”

"By hand oniy will make it virtually impossibie lo treat !a—ge mfesmtlons of
around with z ladie and a bucket.

We request that a “S%m;a t ocal Need” 24(c) registration be issued to aliow thu:‘szoi Prairie

Dog Bait to be appiied

Sincerfﬂ;',y

gown the bumow with the assistance of n mechanmiapphcaﬂon eviess.

o L S L

(X XX ]
®
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12/@82/2018 15:59 q — PAGE @1/@1

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

108 SW 9th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concemn,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hemd application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to managg.thé spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manney, Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting.#tfe bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt durigrg:the short* application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the exténsivé acrtagé, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inehes down-the-burrow”

according to the label.
Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large infestations of
100's of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket.

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this*Rdzol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical application devices.

bse  contomee Yo fuked @a 1X

Sincere

s rasen Sy, T Mae swtnl rrcosused
_%;ZMG?\ ﬂ/fic?::/h»g)i'%/f%/ 24 ﬂ/é’// &S ﬂ/a—m(
“7‘7”/““-”[“'4 - B Y5 Zwe 3 //tc(,
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FAX NO. ¢ . Dec.@1 20108 83:86PM Pl

_ . Page 2 of 3

Al 15,

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 8th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for bustow baiting.

To whom it may concem,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply Rozol
Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the wording
“hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows,

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 20086 did
not have such a “by hand only® limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly for
years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical devices are
calibrated and rejiable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of this pest, and
apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical baiters are psgehdial to
avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out during limited petiods of
favorable weather following snow melt during the short application window. There is simply ho bther
method as effective at treaung the extensive acreage, ensuring all active burrows are {reatéd, hhd
guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow” according to the label*°$ °ece .o, s

Restricting the {abel to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat largo mfastahons-ef 100’s
of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. o
We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Rozol Prame Dog Bait
to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical application devices. E. e

Sincerely, RITTS

T 11/30/2010
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FAX NO. - ' Dec. D1 2910 B3:84PM P2

s © Pageof 3

FROM

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 9th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

it has come to my aftention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply Rozol
Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the wording
*hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method- Band application of bais, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels ~ " ied for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006 did
not have such a “by hand only" limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly for
years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildiife, These mechanical devices are
calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability 10 manage the spread of this gest, ,and
apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical baiters are gssential to
avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as 1o enable getting the bait out during limited peyipds of
favorable weather following snow melt during the short application window. There is simphy rfa other
method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring all active burrows are.treated, and
guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow” according to the labe ° ¢ so,

Restricting the label to “by hand only* will make it virtually impossible to treat larbis iestatigns gf 100's

of acres walking around with a ladie and a bucket. veoes C0O000
We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Rozol Praigie Dog Bait
to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical application devices. QOODOC
Sinmre‘y, ®eocse ¢

- 12/1/2010
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FROM :

FAX NO. : . Dec.@1 2010 @3:85PM P3

I ® Fage d of

L'\ﬂa LR

= !, Qo0

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW Sth Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burmow baiting.

To whom it may concem,

it has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply Rozot
Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the wording
“hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006 did
not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly for
years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to widlife. These mechanical devices are
calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of this pest, and
apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical baiters are hsse'hual to
avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out during limited peqodg of
favorable weather following snow meit during the short application window. There is simply nq pther
method as effective at treatmg the extensive acreage, ensuring all active burrows are treated, and
guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow” according to the Iabel o, o,

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat largg inbstat:bns‘df 100's
of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. ......

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow thi¢ Ré2ol Prairie Dog Bait
to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical application devices. - essee

Sincerely,

Bindo, Detusess

I . 1/30/2010
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FROM : FAX NO. : . Dec.01 2010 ©3:03FPM P1

s © | Page20f3

Bo_e., |, 2010

Kansas Dept. of Agricutture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 9th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) tabel for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concem,

it has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply Rozol
Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the wording
“hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bail, at least 6 inches down prairie dog bwrrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006 did
not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly for
years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildfife. These mechanicat devices are
calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of this pest, and
apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical baiters are basdhtial to
avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out during limited pénods of
favorable weather following snow melt during the short application window. There is snmpy no other
method as effective at tneating the extensive acreage, ensuring all active burrows are treated, and
guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow” according to the !abe'l °*e . .,

Restricting the label to “by hand only® will make it virtually impossible to treat largg!ntastatbns bf 100’s
of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket.

We request that a “Special Local Need™ 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Re3ol Prame’oog Bait
to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical application devices. -- eooe

Sincerely,

&aﬁa&x_m

I, 11/30/2010
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*Personal privacy information*

e 8 _ S
12708172318 18:83 FPAGE

Kamsneptofhgw ';
Pesticide Registration :
1093‘1‘\!9&151!!& i
Topeka, KS 86612 '

Re: Reguest far 24(c) for Razo! Prairie Dog Balt (FPA #71 '(3-286) :
to permit use of v applicators for bustow baiing. ,

To whom # may concern,

nhaammmyme:rmMammcautsepmcﬁceammchmmlbammm

Rozot Prairie Dog 8ait may now be guestioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording *hand” shown onlthe Sac. 3 product labed,

g

3, Appissrion Meshod: \Humd application of bo, mmsmdampmaé‘ﬁms
) iabels issued for atates including K3, ssamvywmbammzom

did not have such a “‘by h only™ {enRation. ;
JUSTIFICATION j
Weed boards and b sustom applicators have been-using meghanical baiters

responsibly
for years without incs of offiahal use o secendary hazard to widille. These mechanical
devices are calibraled and reliable. The devices ave critical ta aur sbilty 0 manage the spread of -

mmmwm,mmammmw manner. WMechanica!
baiters are essantial 20 mmmmmandﬁug-_ e axwallas o geﬁangﬂuba!tm!
duning Smited pericds of Soworsble weather foliowing saow melt dzmqsg " ghort 2ashltation.
window. 'R‘ese!ssm;ﬂ' mmqmamgr vrraaﬂe-::aaga,m
all sothve bumowe s b , i gusierigTirg St fre bt ks “six indlies dow &«.e@rarew

Mkamhm ] ‘200000

Resticting the tabet o mwwmnmmmpmummmem:sm
10ﬂ‘sofamasmihngar und with a ladle and a bucket.

request that 2 “Speciat Locat Nesd" o)mwmbehsuedmammh Rozoledﬁe
MBM@&&MWWWWWM&“M@WdemSWW

Sincereiy, ‘ 'a Y aon”
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*Personal privacy information*
y

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW Sth Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

it has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildiife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread ol
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow meit during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensurirg
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large infestations of
100's of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket.

We request that a “"Special Local Need" 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Rozol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical application devices.

Sf?“y /7 -/
; '/é/‘ ’\.//"!& //4\“‘:::____‘.—_...,,
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Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 9th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

it has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION
Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical

devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large infestations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket.

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Rozol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanical application devices.

Sincerely,

Qi heus
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RECEIVED
DEC 72010

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 9th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog ban (£EPA #7173-22R)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

it has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand”™ shown on the Sec. 3 product -,

3. Application ..cthod: Hand application of bait, al least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows,

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY “~“+g back to #""8
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical bait... responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazar¢' ‘o wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-—~*~ctive manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human efror and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating th¢ :xtensive acreage, enguring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-tié&=Birow”

according to the label. e, T
Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtu: y impossible to treat Jacge lnfeswﬁons of
100's of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. . . e .

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Rodeb Rrairie
Dog Bait to be applied c~+n the burrow with the ==<istance of mechanical app'llcqt!on dewqes

@efely, :

K. J
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p.2

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 8th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Praine Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concemn,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozal Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement autharities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back toc 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as 1o enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches déwn-the-burrow”
according to the label. e o

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat larg® infestations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. o e e o

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to alow this Rtwzol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanici:applicafion devices.

Sincerely,

@,
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Kansas Dept. of Agriculture

‘Pesticide Registration

109 SW 8th Street
Topeka, KS 66612

Re:  Reqguest for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for bumrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of bais, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand onty” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed cusiom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use of secondary hazard to wildife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential o avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at freating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait &s “six inches douwn-the-burrow”
according to the Iabel. *

Restricting the label to "by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat Iargé i?l}é.stations of
100’s of acres walking around with 2 ladle and a bucket. O

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued tgéﬂdw thig, Rézol Prairie
Dog Bait io be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanicsi #pplication devices.

Sincejly, / '
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»
Derble Mather

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW ¢th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be guestioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3 Applr'-can'oa Method: Fomd application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION
Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in 2 time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as fo enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather foliowing snow melt during the shoit application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are freated, and guaranfeeing that the bait is “six inches ddwnshe-burrow”
according to the label,

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtuaily impossible to tre.a.’g large mf'estatxons of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket.

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) ragistration be issued to “tow this Koeol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechamc'a'légplrcaﬁmdewces

Sincerely, ' .

Qdatys L e
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Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 9th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

It has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Merhod: Hand application of bail, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION
Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches dowm:the-burmow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only" will make it virtually impossibie to treat large infestations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket. sessoe .

We request that a “Special Local Need" 24(c) registration be issued'fc;:éﬁow ﬁ\is.fx’ozol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechani.cgl.applicﬁtl‘oﬂ devices.

Sincerely, E...:.

TNeame G Mot e
' i N
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Levoy Y. Mal

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW 9th Street

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concern,

it has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand" shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hend application of bait, at least 6 inches down prairie dog burrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to “by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large infestations of
100’s of acres walking around with a ladle and a bucket.

We request that a “Special Local Need” 24(c) registration be issued to allow this Rozol Prairie
Dog Bait to be applied down the burrow with the assistance of mechanigal .a.eplica'tion'devices.

Sincerely, cevens
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Garry D Berkgren

Kansas Dept. of Agriculture
Pesticide Registration

109 SW Sth Street

Topeka, KS 66612

December 1, 2010

Re: Request for 24(c) label for Rozol Prairie Dog Bait (EPA #7173-286)
to permit use of mechanical applicators for burrow baiting.

To whom it may concemn,

it has come to my attention that our recent use practice of using mechanical baiters to apply
Rozol Prairie Dog Bait may now be questioned by some enforcement authorities driven by the
wording “hand” shown on the Sec. 3 product label.

3. Application Method: Hand application of baii, at leasr 6 inches down prairie dog hurrows.

As you know, earlier 24(c) labels issued for states including KS, NE and WY dating back to 2006
did not have such a “by hand only” limitation.

JUSTIFICATION

Weed boards and licensed custom applicators have been using mechanical baiters responsibly
for years without incidence of off-label use or secondary hazard to wildlife. These mechanical
devices are calibrated and reliable. The devices are critical to our ability to manage the spread of
this pest, and apply bait accurately in a time-efficient and cost-effective manner. Mechanical
baiters are essential to avoiding human error and fatigue, as well as to enable getting the bait out
during limited periods of favorable weather following snow melt during the short application
window. There is simply no other method as effective at treating the extensive acreage, ensuring
all active burrows are treated, and guaranteeing that the bait is “six inches down-the-burrow”
according to the label.

Restricting the label to "by hand only” will make it virtually impossible to treat large ;u]tejtations of
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